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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-21 are pending in this Office Action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 20 is recites the limitation " the computer program" in page 22, line 21 . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-5, 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rivette 
et al (or hereinafter "Rivette") (USP 6339767) in view of Rofrano (USP 6035283). 

As to claim 1 , Rivette teaches the claimed limitations: 

"creating a secondary classification set defining a new classification field" as creating a 
classification set such as Assignee table, patent_class_type, Patent_class_xref. Each 
classification set has a list of new classification field. For example, Assignee table has several 
classification fields as AssigneeJD, DocumentJD (fig. 12B& 58, col. 60, lines 5-20); 

"mapping selected item numbers from the list of item numbers in said classification set 
onto said secondary classification set" as an assignee table 1201 includes information on the 
assignees of a patent. A given patent may have multiple assignees. For each assignee of a 
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Art Unit: 2172 

patent, there is a record in the assignee table 1201 . Each record of the assignee table 1201 
also includes information, state information, the name of the assignee, and the city and zip code 
of the assignee. The above information indicates that the system mapping each selected record 
numbers such as zip code of the assignee from a patent in classification set assignee table 
1201 (col. 59, lines 35-65, fig. 85); 

"creating a decision tree for said selected item numbers" as creating a tree for patent 
numbers (fig. 122). 

Rivette does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "creating a questionnaire 
corresponding to said decision tree". Rofrano teaches customer interaction with current 
electronic catalog systems follows one of a plurality of pre-set paths along a decision tree, with 
the customer input typically being limited to responses to pre-defined choices. Interactive on- 
line catalog sales applications utilize user responses to questions. Such system frequently 
attempts to direct the information retrieval by first gathering information about the customer and 
the customer's needs, before posting specific product question. The above information shows 
that the system creating a list of questions corresponding to a decision tree (col. 1 , lines 1 , lines 
64-67 col. 2, lines 1-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the invention was 
made to apply Rofrano's teaching of customer interaction with current electronic catalog 
systems follows one of a plurality of pre-set paths along a decision tree, with the customer input 
typically being limited to responses to pre-defined choices. Interactive on-line catalog sales 
applications utilize user responses to questions. Such system frequently attempt to direct the 
information retrieval by first gathering information about the customer and the customer's needs, 
before posting specific product question to Rivette's system in order to assist actual customers 
to products that they will most likely be interested in searching/retrieving. 
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As to claim 2, Rivette teaches the claimed limitation "wherein said selected item numbers 
comprises a subset of said item numbers" as (fig. 78) 

As to claim 3, Rivette teaches the claimed limitation "providing a transfer function, said 
transfer function enabling deciding, for each item number in said classification set, whether it 
should be included in said secondary classification set" as (fig. 85). 

As to claim 4, Rivette teaches the claimed limitation "wherein each of said item numbers 
in said list of item numbers further includes an item description, and wherein said mapping 
selected item numbers further comprises, at least for some of the item numbers, changing said 
item description" as (figs. 85-87). 

As to claim 5, Rivette and Rofrano teaches the claimed limitation subject matter in claim 
1 , Rofrano further teaches the claimed limitation "wherein said questionnaire is constructed in 
the form of a computer user interface" as (col. 1 , lines 64-67; col. 2, lines 1-1 0). 

As to claim 8, Rivette teaches the claimed limitation "wherein said user interface further 
comprises a display field for applicable regulations" as (fig. 53). 

As to claim 9, Rivette teaches the claimed limitation "wherein said user interface further 
includes a keyword field for keyword search of said decision tree" as (fig. 118). 
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As to claim 10, Rivette teaches the claimed limitation "wherein said user interface 
comprises hypertext" as (fig. 8). 



6. Claims 6, 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rivette 
et al (or hereinafter "Rivette") (USP 6339767) in view of Rofrano (USP 6035283) and further in 
view of Hoffer (USP 5799151 ). 

As to claim 6, Rivette and Rofrano discloses the claimed limitation subject matter in claim 
1 , except the claimed limitation "wherein said classification set comprises one of the 
Harmonized Tariff System (HTS), the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States 
(HTSUS), and a country specific HTS". Hoffer teaches HTS category numbers and country (col. 

7, lines 40-67; col. 8, lines 1-40). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply Hoffer's teaching of HTS category numbers and a country in HTS 
to Rivette's system and Rofrano's system in order to classify establishments in all fields of 
economic activity and define industries in accordance with composition and structure of the 
economy for retrieving/searching quickly and to provide with full shipping charges for the 
delivery of selected goods so that the shipping costs are paid as part of the overall price of the 
goods selected. 

As to claim 1 1 , Rivette teaches the claimed limitations: 

"creating a secondary classification set" as creating a classification set such as Assinee 
table, patent_class_type, Patent_class_xref. Each classification set has a list of new 
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classification field. For example, Assignee table has several classification field as AssigneeJD, 
DocumentJD (fig. 12B& 58, col. 60, lines 5-20); 

"creating a decision tree for said selected item numbers" as as creating a tree for patent 
numbers (fig. 122). 

Rivette does not explicitly teaches the claimed limitations" mapping selected tariff 
numbers from the HTSUS onto said secondary classification set; and creating a questionnaire 
corresponding to said decision tree". Rivette teaches mapping received group names from user 
and match group names to groupjds (fig. 85). Hoffer teaches the HTS topic boards system 
includes country codes from different countries (col. 8, lines 10-60). Rofrano teaches customer 
interaction with current electronic catalog systems follows one of a plurality of pre-set paths 
along a decision tree, with the customer input typically being limited to responses to pre-defined 
choices. Interactive on-line catalog sales applications utilize user responses to questions. Such 
system frequently attempts to direct the informiont retrieval by first gathering information about 
the customer and the customer's needs, before posting specific product question. The above 
information shows that the system creating a list of questions corresponding to a decision tree 
(col. 1, lines 1, lines 64-67 col. 2, lines 1-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the invention was 
made to apply Rofrano's teaching of customer interaction with current electronic catalog 
systems follows one of a plurality of pre-set paths along a decision tree, with the customer input 
typically being limited to responses to pre-defined choices. Interactive on-line catalog sales 
applications utilize user responses to questions. Such system frequently attempt to direct the 
information retrieval by first gathering information about the customer and the customer's needs, 
before posting specific product question and Hoffer's teaching of the HTS topic boards system 
includes country codes from different countries to Rivette' s system in order to assist actual 
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customers to products that they will most likely be interested in searching/retrieving and to 
provide with full shipping charges for the delivery of selected goods so that the shipping costs 
are paid as part of the overall price of the goods selected. 

As to claim 12, Rivette, Rofrano and Hoffer teach the claimed limitation subject matter in 
claim 1 , Hoffer further teaches the claimed limitation "a subset of said HTS" as (col. 8, lines 55- 
65). 

As to claim 13, Rivette, Rofrano and Hoffer teach the claimed limitation subject matter in 
claim 1 , Rofrano further teaches the claimed limitation "wherein said questionnaire comprises 
questions requiring no knowledge of the HTS" as (col. 1, lines 1, lines 64-67 col. 2, lines 1-10). 

As to claim 14, Rivette teaches the claimed limitation "wherein said secondary 
classification set comprises blocks of classification items, each block corresponding to a 
different item class" as (fig. 23). 

As to claim 1 5, Rivette teaches the claimed limitation "wherein said questionnaire is 
constructed in the form of a computer user interface comprising hypertext" as (fig. 8). 

As to claim 16, Rivette, Rofrano and Hoffer teach the claimed limitation subject matter in 
claim 1 , Hoffer further teaches the claimed limitation, further comprising using a company's 
business information to construct a transfer function, and using said transfer function to perform 
said mapping selected tariff numbers" as (col. 8, lines 10-60). 
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As to claim 17, Rivette teaches the claimed limitation "wherein said secondary 
classification set comprises blocks of classification items, each block corresponding to different 
item class" as (figs. 8&85). Rivette does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "wherein said 
transfer function maps selected items from said HTS onto a selected one of said blocks of 
classification items". However, Rivette teaches as an assignee table 1201 includes information 
on the assignees of a patent. A given patent may have multiple assignesses. For each 
assignee of a patent, there is a record in the assignee table 1201 . Each record of the assignee 
table 1201 also includes information, state information, the name of the assignee, and the city 
and zip code of the assignee. The above information indicates that the system mapping each 
selected record numbers such as zip code of the assignee from a patent in classification set 
assignee table 1201 (col. 59, lines 35-65, fig. 85). Hoffer teaches HTS contains grouping of 
goods (col. 8, lines 55-60). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply Hoffer's teaching of HTS contains grouping of goods to Rivette's 
system in order to provide with full shipping charges for the delivery of selected goods from 
different countries quickly. 

As to claim 18, Rivette teaches the claimed limitation "wherein said decision tree is 
constructed in the form of an organization chart" as (fig. 164) 



7. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rivette et al (or 
hereinafter "Rivette") (USP 6339767) in view of Rofrano (USP 6035283) and further in view of 
Pool et al (or hereinafter "Pool") (USP 6460020) 
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As to claim 7, Rivette and Rofrano disclose the claimed limitation subject matter in claim 
1 , except the claimed limitation "a subset of said one of HTS, HTSUS, and country specific 
HTS". Pool teaches import/export duties, America governmental taxation schedules based 
upon FOB point pries, Harmonized Tariff Schedules (abstract, col. 13, lines 60-67; col. 14, lines 
1-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply Pool's teaching of import/export duties, America governmental 
taxation schedules based upon FOB point pries, Harmonized Tariff Schedules to Rivette's 
system and Rofrano's system in order to provide a transaction system whereby a buyer can go 
shopping by computer almost anywhere in the world using the buyer's language. 1 



8. Claims 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rivette et 
al (or hereinafter "Rivette") (USP 6339767) in view of Hartman et al (or hereinafter "Hartman") 
(USP 5987425) and further in view of Hoffer (USP 5799151). 
As to claim 19, Rivette teaches the claimed limitations: 

"at least one classification block, said classification block having 
selected HTS tariff numbers mapped thereto from a country specific HTS" creating a 
classification set such as Assinee table, patent_class_type, Patent_class_xref. Each 
classification set has a list of new classification field. For example, Assignee table has several 
classification field as AssigneeJD, DocumentJD. as an assignee table 1201 includes 
information on the assignees of a patent. A given patent may have multiple assignees. For 
each assignee of a patent, there is a record in the assignee table 1 201 . Each record of the 
assignee table 1201 also includes information, state information, the name of the assignee, and 
the city and zip code of the assignee. The above information indicates that the system mapping 
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each selected record numbers such as zip code of the assignee from a patent in classification 
set assignee table 1201 (col. 59, lines 35-65, fig. 85); 
(fig. 12B& 58, col. 60, lines 5-20); 

"a decision tree for said classification blocks" as creating a tree for patent numbers (fig. 

122). 

Rivette does not explicitly teaches the claimed limitation 
"a user interface enabling progression in said decision tree; wherein when operated, said 
computer program causes a computer to perform the functions comprising: enabling a user of 
said computer to assign an HTS tariff number to an import item by performing the functions 
comprising: asking the user to respond to questions relating to the characteristics of the 
imported item in order to progress through the decision tree and to arrive at an appropriate tariff 
number". Harman teaches that a user interface allows dealer to enter a classification code for 
products (col. 10, lines 50-60). Rofrano teaches customer interaction with current electronic 
catalog systems follows one of a plurality of pre-set paths along a decision tree, with the 
customer input typically being limited to responses to pre-defined choices. Interactive on-line 
catalog sales applications utilize user responses to questions. Such system frequently attempts 
to direct the informiont retrieval by first gathering information about the customer and the 
customer's needs, before posting specific product question. The above information shows that 
the system creating a list of questions corresponding to a decision tree (col. 1 , lines 1 , lines 64- 
67 col. 2, lines 1-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the invention was 
made to apply Hartman's teaching of entering classification code for products and Rofrano's 
teaching of customer interaction with current electronic catalog systems follows one of a plurality 
of pre-set paths along a decision tree, with the customer input typically being limited to 
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responses to pre-defined choices. Interactive on-line catalog sales applications utilize user 
responses to questions. Such system frequently attempt to direct the information retrieval by 
first gathering information about the customer and the customer's needs, before posting specific 
product question to Rivette's system in order to assist and quite actual customers to products 
that they will most likely be interested in searching/retrieving to maintain product information. 



As to claim 20, Rivette, Hartman and Rofrano disclose the claimed limitation subject 
matter in claim 19, Rofrano further teaches claimed limitation "wherein said classification blocks 
are expandable". Rofrano teaches catalog tree (col 1, lines 64-67; col. 2, lins 1-10). 



As to claim 21, Rivette, Hartman and Rofrano disclose the claimed limitation subject 
matter in claim 19, except the claimed limitation "wherein the tariff numbers mapped onto said 
classification blocks comprise a subset of said country specific HTS tariff numbers". Hoffer 
teaches HTS category numbers and country (col. 7, lines 40-67; col. 8, lines 1-40). 
It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply Hoffer's teaching of HTS category numbers and a country in HTS to 
Rivette's system and Rofrano's system in order to classify establishments in all fields of 
economic activity and define industries in accordance with composition and structure of the 
economy for retrieving/searching quickly and to provide with full shipping charges for the 
delivery of selected goods so that the shipping costs are paid as part of the overall price of the 
goods selected. 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure 

Povilus (USP 5740425). 
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Contact Information 



10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Cam-Y Truong whose telephone number is (703-605-1 169). The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 8:00AM to 4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene, can be reached on (703-305-9790). The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should 
be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703-305-3900). 

Cam-Y Truong 
5/27/04 




